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, The booklet suaaarizes proceedings c^ a conference 

cpordin^ted by the Ohio Aras Coptrol study Groap (OACSG) on the topic 
of Onited Sta4:es-0SSB relations and the infla^nce of zjaclear weapons^ 
upon international behavior a%d sttategic thoaght. The. OiQSG is 
coaposed of faculty aeabers froa Ohio colleges ahd universities vho 
have a Vocational or avocational interest in conteaporary aras 
control questions. Three aaia speakers during the first day of the 
conference discussed the eaotional nature 6f Ethics and aorality^ the 
role of nuclear veapons in Aierican foreign policy since Horld iar \ 
II* and conteaporary aodels of jdeterrence. .Seven ^speakers duting they 
second day discussed aras control and disaraaaent negotiations^ * \ 
coaparativ4 Soviet* and Aaerican ailitary T)blicy and strategic 
thought, threat perception, and unilateral' reduction in tension. 
Topics on the third day included ba;gic concepts of subaarine and 
ahtisubaarine warfare, and barriers to the fabrication of nuclear- 
devices froa stolen aateriails or radioactive vaste. Several\of the ' 
speakers represejited governaent ailitary agencies. Th^ booklet also 
presents naa<es of conference attendees, the agenda for the conference 
prdgraa, and the OACSyS charter. (AI) 



> 



♦ Oocuaents Acquired by EBIC include aany.inforaal unpublis|ied 

♦ aa*^eriais not available froa othcht sources. EBIC aakes every effort 

♦ to; obtain the best eopy available. Nevertheless, iteas of aarginal. 

♦ reproducribili/ty are often . encountered and this, affects the quality 

♦ of the aicroffche a:nd hardcopy reproductions. EBIC kakes available r 

♦ via* the EBIC Docuaent Reproduction Service ^EDBS) . EDl^ is not 

♦ responsible for the quality of the original dt)cuaent« Reproductions ♦ 

♦ supplied b/. EDBS are the best that can be aade froa the original*. ♦ 




sO 



Ohio Arms Control 

STUbY GRdUP. 



Workshop I 

June 24-26; 1976 - 
The Ohio State University 



«U { Of ^ARTMf NT OF Hf tft.TN, 

^OUCATION * tFARf * 
. NATIONAL INSTlTUTi OF • 
; fOUCATlON 

THIS CCCyWENT MfS BEEN REPHO- 
OUgt^EXACTLy AS RECEIVED FROM 
TH<E »EBSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN- 
ATtNGiT P0IN>5| Of VIEW OR OPINIONS 
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- 
SENTOFFICIAL NATlONAl. INSTITUTE Qf 
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY 



"PERMISSION TG REPRODUCE THIS 
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 



TO THE EDUCATIONA'L RgBOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER <ERIci AND 
USERS OF THE ERICSYSTEM " 



SUMMARY 
0/. 

PR0C£ED/N(5S 



\ 



1^ 



4( 

MERSHON 




Tb« Merfhon Center of The Ohio $Ute Ui^lverfity 

199 Wett Tenth Avenue, C^umbi^ Ohio 43201 ^ 



- \ 



V 



CONTENTS 



Summary of Proceedings .... . . . 5 

^ OACSG Attendfe^ .10 

Program : ^ 12 

' OACSG Charter - ' 14 

Foreign Pplicy and Technology Group Memhership x , 16 



/ 



4 



7 ^ 



ERIC . . ' 



OHIO ARMS CO1WR0L STUDY GftOUP WORKSHOP I 
June^4-26, 1976 



SUMMARY of PROCEEDINGS 

^ 1h 



Sponsored by ^the force and polity program of the 

Ver^tep /Center and chaired by Allan R. Millett, the prografn 
^ircQmrzM)^ 'Ohio; Arms Control Study Group (OACSCH met for,the first 
nme lomndy ao'd discuss som^ of the more salient features of OS-USSR 
retatia^^and the influence of nuclear v^Teapons upon international behavior 
and sirai&gic thought. The membership'of OACSG is built around art Chip 
Slarfe University faculty seminar.that studies foreign policy and tfchnolo- 
yVf this group eleven faculty members attended or participated in the 
t)/kshop. They were joined by eleven faculty nTembers from otKer Ohio 
fdcalibnal institutions and by three observers from'two different Pennsyl- 
^nia universities. (A list of the OACSG attendees, as well as the OACSG 
/charter, is appended to this workshop summary on pages 10 thrgugh 16.) 
^ , Professor Millett opened the conference with an explanation of OACSG. 
He urged the participants to recruit addi'honal members, and he encour- 
aged the members to make suggestions for additional OACSG activities 
that may be funded by the PDrce and-Polity Program. - ^ 
In the opening session, the Rev. BtJRTON N. Cantrell, Director of the 
WesJey Foundation at Ohio State', discussed the imprecise, emotional 
nature of ethics and morality. With reference to the threat of nuclear 
conflict, he argued for a situational rather than an absolutist definition of 
the itjorality of war. When challenged for his relativism. Cantrell responded 
that absolute systemsVf varies often breed a fanatical surety that destroys 
peace Quoting George l^etinaq, }\e urged statesmen to be "gardeners, not 
mechanics ' ^nd to reje^^^'both chauvinism and pacifist idealism. Cantrell 
\lso rejected cynicism^nd realpolitik since comrpon universal values may 
'prevail in the aVoidi^ce of war as^ ''punishment" for "crime." in the 
limiting of violence,' and in t4ie preservation of life. Professor David 
^LouscHEp reinarked that a discussion a^Harvard Divinity School had ' 
confronted ^imil^' dilemmas, and ProfeV,sor Philip SrEWARr added that 
one more gdide Xvould be for statesmen not to assume blind malevolence 
from suspected/enemies. In the general discussion, the participants agreed 
that some <?oryof utilitarianism shaped by universal humanism was proba- 
bly the- best ane could expect in designing an internationaj ethic of deter- 
rence^ All agreed that the subject needed far more discussion by academics 
teachmg n/tional security policy. 
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In his examination of the role of aiHclear weaponsjn American foreign 
policv since World War M, Dr.- Stephen M. Millett (Capfain, USAF) 
described foui^ crises: the first use of the A-bomb and the surrender of 
Japan, the Berli'i> ci'isis of 1948, the continuing conflict in Asia from 1950 
through the Qu^moy-Matsu crisis of 1955, and the Gu6an missile crisis of 
.1962. He pointed out that the World War 11 experience is not a good model 
for future behavior sin'ce the bombs were used to end a catastrophic global . 
conflict that hiid already killed probably 40 miUion people. More precisely . 
the United States was'understandably worried aboin the additional losses 
to both sides from a conventional invasion of Japan The postwar crises are 
more difficult to analyze ^.'lace d<Jterrence assumes that the object of deter- 
rence IS planning to ^jnderta^e the action to be deterred. That is seldom 
clear, even m retrospect Millett stressed that in each cnsis conventional 
(non-nuclear) military response and diplomacy prevented escalation and 
that the possession of nuclear weapons may havedeterred the possessor as 
much a^ the objett of deterrence In tKe general discussion, some partici- 
pants questioned the low salience Millett attnbuted to strategic deterrence, 
arguing that an ^imbiguous threat is no less threatening than an ultimatum.^ 
Professor Ric h \rd Roskc r^nc b concluded the first day's program wt'th 
a discusNion of contemporary models of deterrence'. He was particularly 
critical of the megatonnage model used by Paul Nitze in his recent articles. 
Rosecrance argued that Nitze was unduly pessimistic about a Russian 
first-strike and U S post-first strike strategic weakness. He also argued 
that NArt) conventional deterrence in central Europe is more stable, and 
probably more effective for real war-fighting, than many claim Moreover, 
the intpoductios^f precision-guided munitions — and anachronistic but' 
influential World War 11 ideas about the '^inherent weakness'' of the 
defense — make clear that conventional defense requires far more serious 
analysis Rosecrance concluded by pointing out that the tentative trilateral 
relationship of the.US, USSI^, and PRC bolsters deterrence through Ama- 
tive ambiguity.'' Some of the participants, however, criticized Rosecrance 
for his too enthusiastic dismissal of the megatonnage model and speculated 
ihat^the conventional cost-benefit analysis*of deterrence, <lraw-down 
curves, and exchiinge rates in a war mayTe seriously flawed as a prediu^ive 
model for an actual W4r In the general discussion of the likelihood of war in 
'Europe, the group wondered what pos^sible benefit such a war would bring 
to ih^ USSR: most of the participants agreed that both the US and USSR 
military presence in t^urope played a great political rqle short of war and 
might, p^enhaps, reduce the likelihood of war. Both the US and USSR seem 
to recognize this utility^indjupprove of each othiJr's Mse of military presence 
inlhis role 

Thf second day's mel>in6s began with a description of arms control 
imd disarmament negotiatiorrs b^ Professor Allan MiL^LExr. Beginning 
with ahe' first Hague confejence (1899->'<^pd terminating with the SALT 
negotiations of the I970's, Millett concluded that initially the negc^tiators' 



^ believed that arms reduction depended upon the settl^ent"of uivesolved 
'political (Le,. gerntorial) This mode of analysis has diminished in 

importance with time, although^t has not disappeared. NeverthelesV. the 
» threat of nuclear weapons themselves has become the political issue since 
such weapons directly threaten the very existence of nations. Another 
factor bas feeen the persistent concern for the cost of weapons. In discus- 
sing arms control negotiations, particularly in the nuclear age^Millett 
argued that negotiations vtithin international organizations (e,*, UN- 
sponsored meetings) have been largely unsuccessful since the United 
Slates feels some need to placate its NATO allies cfnd allow some influence 
from less powerful nations^ He added that only'the ''decoupling'' ofiirms 
control from alliance politics in the 19I0\ allowed the first SALT treaty to 
be signed.'^Nevertheless, multilateral negotiations (e g , the non- 
proliferation treaty) have continued, thus providing several levels of mul- 
tilateral as well as bilateral negotiations. 

Professors George E Hudson and Philip D Stewart described 
^Soviet military policy and strategic thought. Hudson Itressed that roles and 
missions controversies within the Soviet military have shaped military 
doctrine, as indeed such controversies have^done in the United States^fe^ilt 
» tha#\merican analysts stjH dafco much mirri>r-i magi ng, parti cularfy tor 
> naval doctrine The ambiguities in Soviet thought on deterrence and war- 
fighting are no less real ahd perhaps less understood than in American 
strategic thought. Despite thirty years of intensive effort, American under- 
standing of Soviet military politics is not great, Hudson stressed that 
senous analysis of military effectiveness must be related to the different' 
strategies and geopolitjcal concerns of the USSR, 

Stewart theif reviewed the latest of the Dartmouth Conferences for 
w'hich'he was a rapporteur and translator. He pointed out again that tlje 
Americans tend to stress technical problems, ihe Soviets political issues. 
Souiet participants are concerned by the lack of parity m warhead numbers 
and \;)y developing American technology, e.g., cruise missiles The Sdviels 
want^OTadical change m the existing military J^al^ince and see negotiations 
.as a way to freeze the cwVent balance? The United States, on the other 
hand, sees iieg^;)tiatinfe as a way to influence future behavior, Stewart 
stressed that the Dartmouth participants ar^ now emphasizing mor£ de- 
tailed inforrTjation exchange, a position still difficult for the Soviets to 
accept. He expressed the hope>however, that the several institutes of the 
^ National Academy of Sciences thkt study Western behavior wjII increas- 
ingly influence Russian policy-formation, this influence should give the 
members o f the P oli tburo a less alarmist view of American intentions. 

Lieutenant Colonel Charles F. Pilley, USaF, a resea(ch associate at 
the Mershon 'Center, briefed the worl^shop on the American strategic 
theories and force programs that influence the US *Uriad'' pf manned 
bofnbers, ICBMs, and SLBMs, In addition to answering technical ques- 
tjons on weap(1n> systems. Colonel Pilley pc^inted out <;ome basic differ- 
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ences in Soviet and American programs and their relationship to arms * 
control negotiations. He admitted that thecapaftilmes model tiad its liniiKi- 

Itions in divining Soviet intentions, but stresse^Hat the military could, 
not responsibly ignore real USSR arms programs. He, too, warnedabout 
mirror-imagmg analv sis, particularly in such areas as air defense iijid civil 
'defense. The particfpUnrs then speculated to what degree some Soviet 
programs were responses to Ameri^'an programs. Tjie consensus was that 
the action-reaction model was not a sound explanation for arms programs; 
rather than directly perceived immediate threats, programs are influenced 
h\ mid-range (5-10 year) definiticyis of threat ' 

' ' Sotessor \ ho\\ \s Milbl rn' continued the discussion of deterrence by 
summarizing his recent research on threat perception He pointed out that 
influence may occur without a perception of serious thieat, but that all 
inlernation^il actors hc|^ve great difficulty identifying the utility schedule, 
value systems, antd risk-taking propensitifs of other nations. He d^?scribed 
the fundamental problems of understanding "rationality,'' which is a nor- 
mative, cultirre- bound concept In a lively discussion, the participants th^n 
trictj to differentiate between influence, threads, and coercion and cor- 
^:luded that there was ample room fof contingent behavior that fell short of 
direct threats Milburn also distributed a paper on the subject of threat 
perception, which is available from the Mershon Center 

The second afteVnoon's progVtim concluded with an impressive explana-- 
tion of the concept of "-gradfral reciprocated unilateral reduction inten- 
sion'' (GRIT) by Profesi^otGoRDON Snt i \ ShJil pointed out that concili- 
ation IS often ccVnfused with appeasement, whith poisoiy GRlF-type ac- 
tions, and that, on the contrary . (he aim of GRF Fis stable.T^on-threatcning/ 
cheap, moderate deterreiice that'does not igfiore mutual assured destruc'- 
* lion as a strategnc relationlhip He identified what he considered to be some 
historical examples of GF IT initiatives, but-admitted t^at these initiatives 
had seldom been given en .)ugh tim^to influence the USSR. He argued that 
the purpose of GRIT initliitiVes is to strengthen the hand of defence "mod- 
erates" in the Soviet bureaucracy "Stewart agreed that such moderates 
'existed, but pointed -out t lat tHe United'StatSs was often too impatient in 
e<Lp^^cting identifiable resjlts. Shull continued that perhaps some sort of 
^''^conscious parallelism" pf re!>traint might' complement formal arms con- 
trol negotiations. 

At the evening meeting 
Chief of\Staff( Plans and 
participation ^n arms 
answered questions frc^n 
substantive strategic issu; 
see^arms control as a 



de**ign /nilitary means U 



C 



lyiajorGeneralJASPER A Which, Jft, Assistant 
Studies), U S. Air Force, described the military^ 
( ntrol negotiations and policy formation. He 
the group both on the policy process and on 
:s. His puncipal point was that the military doe's 
ft of national security, policy, but that it*has a 



constitutional responsibility to treat the Soviet threat seriously and to /r 



(Jheck It., On the other hand, aI\hough military 



advice is now well intej rated, into arms contml negotiations, the advice 



r 




Ven IS not obslruclionigi. (The Mershon Center will ^{ibiish (Mineral Welch's 



paper 



Th^ THIRD DAY'S PROGRAM began wjih Professor William More, 
land's revie.w of some^survey research on defense policy and international 
relations recently completed in the Columbus area, research that eventu-. \ 
ally will be published by the Renter. N^orelani's major point, however, was 
that strategic weapons systems (despite the well-publicized cruise missiles)* 

. seemed to be on a developmental plateau, thus paving the way for phased 
reductions Some skepticism about the concept of technological stability 
^was expressed, but Professor Francis O'hara, a nuclear engineer, 
pointed out that science did not see in nature anything (^.g., the nuclear 
energy phenomenon) th^t had military applic^ons. Moreland believes that 
. tf)e technological pFateau vyi4l5fincourage US and USSR arms controUdvo- 
cates, but that neither side is likely to halt-aftV current programs. Instead, 
the alternative might be stable, gradually pHase^ weapons deployments 
compl^enmd by reduced -numbers of warheads and delivery yehides. . 

In the next presentati^ftr-Lieutenant Comit^ander G. R. McDona,ijd,' ' 
US|N. described the\ basic concepts and physical environment for sub- 
mj^ne and antisubmarine warfare. He discussed jhe uniqiA problems of 
detection, localization, and destruction of submarines and* stressed the 
substantial tacHcal differences between handling ( 1 ) attack ^brxiarines and 
(2) ballistic mi*ssile submarines wLich are likely to remain relatively invul- 
nerable. He admitted. howeveK, hinnajwiity to conceive of limiting^SW 
,by agreement in such a way that attacR submarines could be attack^and 
missile, submarines spared. o ' 

For the final presentation. Professor Francis A. O^Hara briefed the 
participants on the serious barriers that faced anyq^t wishing to fabricate a 
nuclear device from stolen materials or radioactive waste. O'Hara dem- • 
onstrated convincingly that weapons-grade plut6nium and uraniunrwould 

'•Be difficult not only to stea^ but also to enrich for destructive purposes,, 
highly publicized discussion of ^^homemade^^ bombs rfotwithstHnding. He\ 
is satisfied that both nationahand irtternational safeguard systems are 
acjequate to deter guerrilla bomb-makers and that the developing set of 
international relatiohships for the control of jiuclear energy m^kes it dif- 

. fi^ult ^or even a national government to go nuclear without massive in- 
vestments in facilities. He stressed that the need for safeguards varies with 
the stages in the fuel cycle and that most nuclear reactorjf are built to 
discourage any diversion of materials for unauthorized weapons. He con- 
cluded by reviewing the literature on the subject, ' 

' • : ■ 

The Program of the OACSG -Workshop I is (^i^page 12. 
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OHIO ARMS CO>j¥R€a. SitypV^(?RO0^ I 
• June^a6, 1976 . • ^* 

The Ohio Stat^ University 

PROGRAM - , • 

Thursdax, June 24 

Molality: Ethics and Niit^lear Arms \ - 
ReC. Bl/RTON Cantr^ll . • ' ' ' , 

Wesley Foundation. The Ohio Slale'Universiiy , * 

Diplomacy in the Nucleiir Age 
\ Capt. Stephen M,. MjllettMJS^ ^ 

Air Force Institute of Technology '\ . ^ • 

Arffis Control and International Securf^' V» 

Richard Ros^rance , ^ » * 

Center for Internarional Studies. .Syracuse University 

i ' - ^ ^ 

Fnd^y,JmU^2!^ 

The History of Arms Control I^^i^otiations in the }Oth Century 
Allan R, Millett , ^ 
• Tfie Ohio State University • ' ... 

Sovu't Policy and S't rate gy^ for the Nu(*h'ar Ag^ 
Philip D. Stewart . ^ ^ ' \ ^ 

Mershon Cemef; The Ohio State University 
' George E.., Hudson ' y 

Department 6f Politjcal Science. Wittenperg. University 

Strategic Weapons Systi^his 
Lt. Qi^L: C. F. PiLLEY. USAF 
Research Associate, Mershon Center, Tl^e Qhicf^State University 

Threat Perception - * ^ * 

Thomas W. Milburn ^ ' 

Mershon Center, The OHk) State University ^ . 

Arms Control and the Relaxation of lhtcrn40tionai Tension 
GoRDOM Shull * * ' - • . 

Department of Political Science. The College of Wooster 

The Military Looks at Arms Control 

Maj. Ge*; Jasper A; Welcf^. Jr.. ySAF ^ ^ 

Assistant Chief of^Staff (Plans and Studies), USAF 



Saturday, June 26* , . 
^ Contemporary Arms Control Issues: SALT II and Beyond 

^ WiLLl Afll Br MORELAND 

IVfersSon Center, The Ohio Stale University . 

/ Andsubmarine Warfare and Sea-Based Deterrence 
' .Lt. Cmdr/G. R. McD6mai,d, USN ^ ' ^ 
Gradirare Student, Department oPPubhc Administration,; 
The Ohio State University ^ 

Nuilear Theft and Nuclear Proliferntion 
Francis A O'^'Hara 
, Department of Nuclear Engineering. The Ohio State University 
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OHI9 ARMS CONTrBl STUDY GROUP 



CHARTER 



I. CONCEPT- 



The Ohio Arms Control Study Group (OACSG) is composec(Af faculty 
rriembers from Ohio colFeges and universities whoj^ave a vocHonal or 
avpcational interest in contemporary arms control questions. OACSG's 
puryose is (a) to educate its members on-s^Hns control issues, ^specially 
those that involve U.S. - U .S.S.R.<relations. Quclear weapons and *^ 
strategic command-control systems, and decision-making processes in • 
.arms control negotiations and strategijc programs'; (b) to increase tbe 
dialogue between arms control experts here and abroad writing on strategic 
issues; (c} to encourage arms control education at the undetgradnate and 
graduate level in Ohio; and (d) to contribute to public understanding of 
arms control issues. " . ' ^ / ' 

The^QACSG is built around those members of The 0|ii6 Statf University 
faculty whi>Nfompose the Foreign Policy andTechnology group. SRjonsored 
by the Forcd and ^^olity program of th^Mersl)on CentepPThe member- 
ship of the/OACSulwiil be broadene^T-lfowever,^ to include other 
academics who ma/ participate as they desire in* all OACSG activities. 

11. ACTIVITIES ' 

OACSG SEMINAR , X 

As it has done for the pasttwo years, the PPT group witi continue to meet ^ 
weekly for lunch and discussion bf cxjrrent wnting*». Meetings may be 
changed, however, to accommodate off-campus participants. For three or * 
four sessions the discussion will be of a single article selected by a member 
who will serve ^s the discussion leader and who will keep notes of the 
discussion. By the end of a month^s discussion, he will write a^^tique of ^ 
the studied literature to be sent to the ^utjwr and to OACS^s membefs 
together with a copy of the original work. The author wil) be invited to 
respond'in writmg^nd. when feasible, to attend a specially scheduled 
OACSG meeting to discuss his study. J i 

The volunteer discussion leaders receive Trqm the Force and Polity 
program an honorarium of $200 for theirefforfs. No restrictions are^placed 
on^how this honorarium is to be spent, but Ohio State University faculty 
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.members wilThave to take arv "i^-kind'' hoaorarium, i.e , a credit for* 
iraveL book purchases, graduate stude^^rt support, etc. Moreover, OhiQ 
Slaie«Universitv faculty members who ai^ alreacjy financially associated 
with the Mershon Center will receive neither a cash nor an '1n-kmd'' 
honorarium. 

At the end of the academic year, the .Mershon Center plans to publish inv 
pamphlet form the cmiqubs ami basic/eadings with an mtroduction by.the 

^ director or assistant director of the Force and Polity program. The 
pamphlet,*professionally edited and designed to the editorial standards of a 
university press, will be distributed to (3aCSG\ 4Tiembership, to the aL>- 
thors of the basic studies, and to a* select mailing list of potentially in- 
terested publics, e.g., ACDA, congressional committees, other arms con- 

• troliind international relations centers, and public interest groups like the 
Arms Control Aj>sociation\ board of directors. Financial constraints, 
however, may prohibit /7n> bono pnhlu o distribution. The Center will sell 
the pamphlet on a cost-plus/small profit basis to university libraries ^and to . 
the interested public 

WORKSHOP ' , 

OACSG sponsors an annual thrcC-five day summer workshop in Colum- 
bus for Its members. The teaching faculty is drawn from the^ OACSC^, 
mepibers (C)SU and non-OSU) and from visiting experU representing 
academic arms control centers, government, and public interest groups 
The purpose of.the workshop is to improve -arms control instruction, 
especially at rtie undergraduate levek The workshop director is the assis-^ 
lanl director of the Force ai^ Polity program. Dr. William B. Moreland, 
who Currently teaches the Ohio State University arms control seminar. 
National Secuni> Policy Studies 702 The woi^shop syllabus is pubhshed 
befiore the meeting and.thc rt^adings are mailed to the participants. (The first 
workshop was held June 24-26, 1976.) 

H 

FOREIGS PROGRAM 

Dr Philip D Stewart, protest of political science. The C)hio State 
University, is currently investigating the possibility of establishing ties 
wiih^he arms control specialists of the Soviet Institute for the Study of the 
U.S. A in Moscow. Professor Stewart is proposing a series of exchanges 
which includes publications, visitations, and m-residence study. OACSG 
has already m^ailed books and articles to the Institute. 

ACADEMICINSTRUCTION^ . 

» Thp Force and Polity program will (Continue to offer National Security 
Policy Siudies 702, taught by Professor Moreland m the spnng qui^rter of 
1977 The seminar will serve as a model for workshops -and courses at other 
msiiiutions, and members of OSU/OACSG will participate as they did 



in 1975. The ''For'cl^nd Polity" Vogf^^^"^ will consider reqilests for finan- 
cial support from any OACSG member who is mterested in improving 
instnu'tioH in arms control on his home campus. Funds for book and 
journal purchases, visiting speakers, and teaching aids, £pr example, will 
be considered. ^ - ' - 

HI. ADMINISTRATION |) 

The OACSG is^upporfed b7 the Force and Polity'' program of the 
Mershon Center The.SAippoH includes library purchasesand m^agement, 
and clencal help ' * ^ . 

^ '\ ^ ■ , ' ' 

AJla'n R. MIllet^ ^ * *|/ * ^ 

Director, Force tnd Polity Program j-^ ^ 
'The Mershon Center of Jhe Ohio State University 

^uly 1976 ' , ^ * n ' *• ^ 



FX)REIGN POLIC^ND TECHNOLOGV GROUP (FPT) 



Dagobert L Bruc) . 

Economics ^ ^ 

BbRI^N CENTRE LL * 

^ireclor, Weslev FoundalK>n 

Charles F Hermann 

Political Science and Mershon Center 

Philip S jAsrRAM 

Physics *- ^ 

David Lampton 
Political Science 

Physics 

Thomas Milburn, 
Mershon Center 
» I, 

Allan R 5^iii\tt 
History and Mershon Center 



ROBbRF L Mil is 
Physics * 

W1LLIA\^B MoRhLAND 

Mershon Center 

Cari E NiElSI N ^ 

Physics * 

Francis A O'Hara 

Mechanical & Nuclear Engineering 

y 

Lt CoL C F PiiiEY, USAF 
Mec^hon Center ' % 
/ 

Phii if D Sfewart 
"Political Scjerice' 

Robert Tric e 
Political Science 
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